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BURKAU OF TEE MINT, 


Vastingten, D ‘Bo October 20 ES & , 


oy 
Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 
rSyalip 

Replying to your communication of the 1lst instant relative 
to authorizing the present Melter and Refiner to receipt to the 
Superintendent fox 4,581.50 ounces of One-cent Blanks erroneously 
charged to the Coiner in the settlement of the accounts of J. C. 
Booth, I have to say that it will be impossible to adjust the 
diserepaney in the minor coinage account without clear and con- 
-cise proof of the alleged error in the delivery of One-cent 
Blanks by the Melter and Refiner to the Coiner. 

It is important to fix the date of the alleged discrepancy 
in the count, and to prove by other accounts the correctness of 
your theory as to the diserepancy itself and as to its mode of 
oceurrenee. This explanation should not be involved by 
argument, but be as con¢isely exhibited as possible, and proof 
made by transcripts of original entries in aecounts. 


It would be well for you to state more definitely in what 


way "Further proof of the correctness of the stand taken by 
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Baldwin and the Coiner, is in the facet, that at the Coiner’s 
annual settlement, his aceounts with the Superintendent settled 
accurately", and how that bears upon the supposed error. 


Respeetfully yours, 


ae ai 





Director of the Mint. 
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[Abstract:] Relative to authorizing M & R to receipt to Supt. for... 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
October 20, 1888 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


Sir: 


Replying to your communication of the Ist instant relative to authorizing the present 
Melter and Refiner to receipt to the Superintendent for 4,581.30 ounces of One-cent Blanks 
erroneously charged to the Coiner in the settlement of the accounts of J.C. Booth, I have to say 
that it will be impossible to adjust the discrepancy in the minor coinage account without clear 
and concise proof of the alleged error in the delivery of One-cent Blanks by the Melter and 
Refiner to the Coiner. 


It is important to fix the date of the alleged discrepancy in the count, and to prove by 
other accounts the correctness of your theory as to the discrepancy itself and as to its mode of 
occurrence. This explanation should not be involved by argument, but be as concisely exhibited 
as possible, and proof made by transcripts of original entries in accounts. 


It would be well for you to state more definitely in what way “Further proof of the 
correctness of the stand taken by Baldwin and the Coiner, is in the fact, that at the Coiner’s 
annual settlement, his accounts with the Superintendent settled accurately”, and how that bears 
upon the supposed error. 


Respectfully yours, 
James P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint. 


